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Abstract
Residence halls have a large impact on college students' experiences. Residence
hall design can help foster higher GPAs, encourage more involvement on campus, and
create a stronger sense of community among students. Colleges and universities should
consider these factors when designing and constructing new residence halls or renovating
existing halls. Different residence hall design styles can foster different results in the
above mentioned categories. This study compares transitional style residence halls to
suite-style residence halls. The purpose of this study was to gather results from
surveying upperclassmen living in both types of residence halls to determine if one
design style fostered higher GPAs, involvement on campus, and a sense of community.
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Introduction
It is becoming increasingly essential to have a college degree in order to succeed
in today's workforce; therefore, more students are attending college than in past centuries.
Many students, especially those attending college outside of their hometowns, move into
residence halls, apartments, or single-detached homes during college (Li, Sheely, and
Whalen, 2005; Oguntoyinbo, 2011). Colleges hope to maintain high levels of student
retention through residence halls. Colleges encourage incoming students to live on
campus by designing new residence halls, offering appealing amenities, and creating
strong living learning environments (Angelo and Rivard, 2003). Residence halls can
have a large affect on students' attitudes toward the university. By researching and
understanding student interaction and preferences, interior designers and architects can
design innovative residence halls that help improve student grade point averages (GPA),
increase on-campus involvement, foster a strong sense of community, and ultimately
increase student retention rates and improve students' attitudes toward their college.
Purpose
The research question analyzed through this study compares the affect of living in
a suite-style residence hall to a transitional residence hall (a bedroom with an in-room
bathroom) on college students' GPAs, on-campus involvement, and sense of community.
The information found through this study will provide recommendations on how
residence halls can be designed to foster positive outcomes in the areas mentioned. The
hypothesis predicts that the suite-style residence halls will foster higher GPAs, more
involvement on campus, and a stronger sense of community than transitional residence
halls.
10

Suite-style residence halls consist of two to four rooms that all share a private
common room/suite and bathroom while transitional style residence halls consist of
individual rooms each with their own private bathroom. The traditional residence halls
where each individual bedroom opens onto a main hallway with communal bathrooms
will not be studied. The majority of the students surveyed will live with a roommate in
their individual room. The effects on GPA, on-campus involvement, and sense of
community will be studied through a survey distributed to students living in suite-style
and transitional residence halls. All information will be self-reported by the students.
GPA will be represented on a four point scale, campus involvement will be determined
by participation in two or more extracurricular on-campus activities, and a sense of
community will be judged through different questions about interaction with other
students in their residence hall and on-campus. The design of each residence hall will
also be studied through design related survey questions.
Several delimitations will be put in place. Only students who live in chosen suitestyle and transitional residence halls will be surveyed. Male and female traditional
students, ages eighteen to twenty-nine who have not previously earned a degree, on the
University of Southern Mississippi campus will be surveyed. There are a few limitations
and assumptions found at the beginning of the research project. For example, the ability
to generalize from one campus in southern Mississippi to other colleges in the United
States and Europe will be limited. Another limitation is the university requirements that
determine eligibility for residence halls, for example class level or GPA, and how that
affects the sample population's makeup. One assumption will be the honesty of all the
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participants. It will also be assumed that the students surveyed understand each question
in the survey fully.
Colleges need to utilize every aspect of college life to help improve student
experiences as well as retention rates. The design of residence halls can help to improve
countless aspects of college life. Residence halls should be designed to encourage
positive student interaction, promote learning, and foster student development. Through
this research of what impacts students the most, interior designers and architects will also
be able to use the survey results to design residence halls that better fit the needs of the
students and the college administrators. Colleges can employ residence hall designs in an
effort to improve the student experience and improve retention rates on campus.

12

Literature Review
Residence halls can have a large impact on a student's experiences on their
college campus. When properly designed, residence halls can positively affect academic
success, on-campus involvement, and create a sense of community among students
(Eshbaug, 2008; Li et al 2005; Wang, et al 2004). There have been many articles written
on how colleges try to improve retention rates, involvement, and a sense of community
and how these factors affect college students. However, not all of these articles discuss
how residence halls affect these issues. This section reviews literature on residence halls
and design trends as well as studies on academic success, on-campus involvement, and a
sense of community.
Residence Halls and Academic Success
Academic success can be determined in many different ways including grade
point averages (GPA) and student retention rates. Most of the articles found discussed
retention rates and how residence halls can draw potential students to the campus and
hold their interest for four years. It is a recurring problem among colleges that
upperclassmen often move off campus and get apartments (Li, Sheely, Whalen 2005).
Many colleges have begun to design higher-end apartment style residence halls for upperclass students. Angelo and Rivard (2003) discussed six building trends on college
campuses in their article, including high-tech security systems, living-learning
environments, and sustainable "green" design. Apartment style residences, with
individual private spaces, allow upperclassmen to feel independent while still living on
campus to help mentor freshmen and sophomores. These residence halls often come with
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more luxurious features including fitness centers, pools and dining halls. Angelo and
Rivard (2003) indicate that these features are more appealing to prospective students and
also give the younger students something to look forward to as upperclassmen.
Other factors also influence student retention and why students choose to live on
campus. Li, Sheely, and Whalen (2005) found in their survey of college students that the
availability of campus resources, especially dining hall location, along with academic
support and leadership opportunities are major reasons students decided to live on
campus. Many students chose to live off campus in order to cook their own meals,
instead of using the dining hall, and due to financial reasons (Li, Sheely, Whalen 2005).
According to Wang et al (2004), interaction with other students and with faculty and staff
in residence halls also helped to increase academic performance in students. Creating a
positive environment makes it easier for students to study and perform well in their
classes (Wang, Arboleda, Shelley, Whalen 2004).
Community colleges known for a majority of commuter students have even begun
to create more on-campus residence halls to help with student retention and academic
success. Some of these schools have many students, from low income families, who are
often unprepared for or overwhelmed with the college experience. Going to college
while still living at home in a low income neighborhood can have a negative effect on
student grades and create a higher risk of dropping out. One student in Oguntoyinbo's
article "Hall Sweet Home," stated that staying on campus allowed her to focus on her
studies more than when she lived at home and constantly had to assist her siblings and
perform household chores. This article also discussed research by Dr. Rockman, vice
president of student affairs at a university, that shows "that students who live on campus
14

tend to have higher grade point averages and graduate sooner than those who do not live
on campus. Furthermore, students who live on campus report that they have a better
overall college experience" (Oguntoyinbo, 2011). These schools are taking student needs
a step farther by instituting programs in residence halls to help first year college students
with academics and involvement in extracurricular activities (Oguntoyinbo, 2011).
Residence Halls and On-Campus Involvement
Students spend more than two-thirds (70 percent) of their time at college outside
of the classroom (Collison, 1990). A year-long study of fourteen colleges researched oncampus involvement and sense of community among students. It found that "students
who are actively involved in academic and out-of-class activities are better integrated into
the academic and social life of the institution. Students are also more satisfied and more
likely to graduate." Many college presidents reported that student involvement could be
improved on their campuses. Some colleges fostered more student involvement through
the use of comfortable campus environments, like residence halls, that encourage
communication among students. Another college distributed a calendar of student
events to all of the students at the beginning of each semester. One college even had
campus-wide study breaks to encourage more involvement and interaction among
students. These colleges also had programs to encourage faculty involvement with
students outside of the classroom. One defining feature among colleges with high student
involvement was the education of incoming freshmen and transfers about the college, its
traditions, and expectations. These programs encouraged new students to become
involved on-campus and contribute to their campuses (Collison, 1990).
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Residence Halls and Sense of Community
Student personalities and interactions have a huge affect on their ability to learn.
Therefore, positive interactions and a sense of community in residence halls can help
students to not only feel happier at college but also to perform better in classes.
Interaction with faculty helps students to become connected in their departments and
learn more information; similarly, interaction with other students helps students to
process the information they learned in class and to share it with other students while
building strong social relationships. Students spend around seventy percent of their time
in their residence halls; so, they need outlets to discuss academic and social subjects with
their peers other than individual roommates (Brandon, Hirt, Cameron, 2008). The article,
"Where You Live Influences Who You Know" discusses how both transitional and suitestyle residence halls can be designed to foster interaction in many ways, by limiting the
number of entrances and creating multiple common spaces for social gathering (Brandon,
Hirt, Cameron, 2008). The 2005 National On-Campus report agrees with the idea of
creating one main entryway to encourage student interaction. This article argues that in
today's technological era students often do not interact with each other. A few schools
are beginning to offer more private rooms which limits interaction even further by
eliminating roommate connections and isolating students. However, most scholars agree
that having a roommate during college is a good way to become more tolerant towards
other people and cultures. That experience also helps students to respect personal
boundaries and have discussions over conflicts with their peers, which is a necessary step
on the path to becoming an independent adult (Some, 2005). Suite-style and transitional
residence halls often encourage student interaction through residence hall programming
16

which helps students to interact with others outside of their individual suites and rooms.
Designers can affect the flow of traffic and create a stronger sense of community through
the design and atmosphere of the residence halls (Brandon, Hirt, Cameron, 2008).
Godshall (2000) , a member of the American Institute of Architects (AIA),
recommends a shared entry hall and common spaces to increase interaction among
residents. He also suggests creating more informal opportunities for socialization by
creating nooks in hallways along a strong circulation path. These nooks and crannies
encourage students to stop and chat in the hallways instead of just waving to each other
and continuing walking. Godshall also praises flexibility of shared spaces to better meet
all students' needs. Rooms that encourage collaboration among students should include
mobile furniture that can easily be rearranged for differing numbers of students. Another
design idea includes the clustering of resident rooms around kitchens and living areas to
create easier opportunities to form friendships and enable interaction outside of
individual bedrooms. Godshall even discusses the landscape around the residence halls
in his article and how it can be used to create an inviting front entry into the residence
hall and more intimate places in the back for conversations.
Another study, "Creating Communities," researched the affects of social
interactions in residence halls on loneliness in college male and female students.
Freshmen and transfer students often have a hard time adjusting to college life. However,
people usually assume that these students are not lonely because they are constantly
surrounded by other students in their classes and residence halls. This study found that
interactions in the residence halls can have a large affect on loneliness in college
students. Personality and social factors both affect the likelihood of a student to initiate
17

interaction with fellow students or faculty members. Resident assistants and hall
directors can use the information found in this study, "Gender, Social Support, and
Loneliness Among Residence Hall Students," to make the residence hall environment
more supportive and helpful for lonely students. Designers can also help combat
loneliness, which can lead to depression and have an effect on student performance, by
creating more common spaces in residence halls for students to socialize and interact
with each other (Eshbaugh, 2008).
Residence halls have a large impact on college student interactions, academic
success and on-campus involvement. Colleges can use this literature to build and
renovate better residence halls to attract and retain more students. Interior designers and
architects can use this literature to become knowledgeable about new building trends and
to design buildings that properly meet student and campus needs. Interviewing students
is also an excellent way to receive positive design feedback when designing new
residence halls. Sustainable building techniques, such as earning a Leadership in Energy
and Environmental Design (LEED) rating or adapting historic buildings for new use, also
show a college's commitment to sustainability which helps attract new students and
create more community support. Colleges need to put thought and energy into their
residence halls and how much of an effect they have on their students and their campus.
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Methodology
A survey was used to determine college students' responses to their residence hall
design, their college experience, their level of involvement in extracurricular activities,
and their grade point averages.
Objective and Hypothesis
This survey hoped to determine if suite-style residence halls and/or transitional
residence halls affect college students' GPAs, on-campus involvement, and sense of
community. A hypothesis was formed predicting that the suite-style residence halls
would foster higher levels in each category listed above.
Protocol
Male and female traditional college students who live in transitional and suitestyle residence halls at the University of Southern Mississippi, a moderately sized college
campus in the Southeast, were surveyed. After gaining Institutional Review Board (IRB)
approval, male and female upperclassmen ages nineteen to twenty-nine who live in
transitional and suite-style residence halls on campus were surveyed. The survey sample
was composed of students from a mixture of different age, race, and class levels. The
information was collected from each participant once at the end of the fall semester. This
collection time occurred after the students had experienced at least one entire semester in
their respective residence halls. Freshmen students were not included in the survey
because many did not have enough experience with the residence halls and college life to
successfully answer the questions. The students were given the survey along with a short
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explanation of the study during a floor meeting or activity held by the Resident Assistant
(RA) in the residence hall.
Survey Instrument
The survey used a five point Likert scale to determine level of involvement in
extracurricular activities. Reference the survey instrument in Appendix A. Participants
also used a five point scale from strongly disagree to strongly agree to respond to
statements regarding residence hall design, study habits, on-campus involvement, and
sense of community. The survey was based on Dorothy Paine's dissertation survey
"Student Interactions in the Residence Halls" (Paine, 2007) as well as the "2004
Residence Environment Survey" used in Suhura Dong's dissertation (Dong, 2005).
Risks and Benefits
There were no foreseeable risks associated with taking the survey and students did
not include their names on any of the survey materials. Participation in the survey
benefited the students by encouraging them to analyze the impact their residence hall has
on their college career as well as analyzing the design of their respective residence halls.
The college campus will benefit by using the survey results for recruitment, retention,
and design purposes.
Sample Population
Two hundred and six surveys were completed: sixty-three from the female
transitional residence hall, sixty-nine from the male transitional residence hall, fifty from
the female suite-style hall, and twenty-four from the male suite-style hall. Thirty-two
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percent of the students were age nineteen, thirty percent were age twenty, and twenty
percent were age twenty-one. There were a few students ages twenty-two to twenty-nine
as well. Forty-eight percent of participants were Caucasian and forty-two percent were
African-American. There were small percentages of other races in the sample population
as well. Survey participants were also a variety of class levels: forty-five percent were
juniors, forty-one percent were sophomores, and fourteen percent were seniors.
Setting
Two transitional style residence halls and two suite-style residence halls were
surveyed on the University of Southern Mississippi's campus. The female transitional
residence hall surveyed was one of the buildings in the newly constructed Century Park
residence hall. Century Park is made up of four individual buildings with a learning
commons building in the middle. The single building chosen for the survey has 195 bed
spaces for freshmen scholarship students and upper-class females. Only the upper-class
females were surveyed. This transitional residence hall has a double with a private bath
room style. An example of a single room floorplan can be seen in figure one (Residence,
2012). Each floor of this building also has a common area with a television, sofas, and
chairs where residents can gather.
The male transitional residence hall, McCarty Hall, houses upper-class males,
upper-class honors college males, and male athletes. There are 382 bed spaces with a
double room style with a private bath. See the example bedroom floorplan in figure two
((Residence, 2012). This residence hall has two study rooms on each floor and multiple
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common areas on the bottom floor of the building along with a laundry room and small
kitchen area.
The female suite-style residence hall, Mississippi Hall, houses upper-class honors
college and scholarship females as well as upper-class females with a 2.80 G.P.A. or
higher. This residence hall has 118 bed spaces and each room is a double room. Three
rooms, a total of six residents, make up a suite and they each face a shared furnished
living area and a semi-private bath. Similarly, Hattiesburg Hall, houses upper-class
males with a 2.80 G.P.A. or higher. It has 119 bed spaces and is set up in the same suitestyle as the female suite-style residence hall. See figure three for a floorplan of a
bedroom typical for both the male and female suite-style residence halls (Residence,
2012). This figure only shows the bedroom area not the shared common area and
bathroom. There is also a common area in the middle of the hall with a table, chairs, and
a sofa on each floor of these buildings.
Figure 1:Female Transitional Style Residence Hall Bedroom Floorplan (Residence, 2012)
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Figure 2: Male Transitional Style Residence Hall Bedroom Floorplan (Residence, 2012)

Figure 3: Female/Male Suite-style Residence Hall Bedroom Floorplan (Residence, 2012)

Results found from the literature review and survey results will be used to design
the interior of a residence hall that fosters positive outcomes in GPA, on-campus
23

involvement and a strong sense of community. Code research and literature on current
trends in residence hall design will also be used to design a modern and sustainable
residence hall for a senior interior design capstone project.
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Results
The answers to the questions in the survey were statistically analyzed to
determine the overall responses of the residents. The survey sample represents a typical
college campus in the Southeast with residence halls similar to those on the surveyed
campus. Of the thirty-six questions asked, the following questions had statistically
significant differences in the survey responses. The response to questions regarding
students' future plans were significant. Questions nineteen and twenty ask students to
agree or disagree with the following statements by using the five point scale provided.
Question 19: I plan to live on-campus next year.
Question 20: I would like to live in this same residence hall next year.
When analyzing the results, suite-style residents had a mean response of 3.9178 while
transitional style residents had a mean response of 3.4237. This difference in responses
creates a .015 significance in the t-test for Equality of means. See tables 1 and 2.
Table 1: Group Statistics for Future Plans Based on Residence Hall
Question
Type:
Future Plans

Independent Samples Test
Residence
Std.
Type:
n
Mean
Deviation
Transitional
131
3.42
1.45
Suite Style
73
3.92
1.22

Std. Error
Mean
0.13
0.14

Table 2: Statistical Significance for Future Plans Based on Residence Hall
Independent Samples Test
t-test for Equality of Means
Sig. (2Mean
t
df
tailed) Difference
Future Plans Equal Variances Not Assumed -2.58 170.81
0.011
-0.49
25

Similarly, there was a statistically significant difference between male and female
responses to the same questions concerning future plans as well as questions that gage
participants' negative feelings. Questions six and ten are negative questions where
participants are asked to respond to statements using the five point scale.
Question 6: My college experience has been negatively impacted by living on-campus.
Question 10: My grades have been negatively impacted by living on campus.
Males in both types of residence halls responded to the negative questions with a mean of
2.0652 while females in both types of residence halls responded with a mean of 1.5848.
Therefore, males have stronger negative feelings than females. However, males had a
3.8804 mean in response to the future plans questions discussed above while females had
a 3.3705 mean response. The males have a .009 significance in the t-test for Equality of
Means for their response to future plans. See tables 3 and 4.
Table 3: Group Statistics for Negative Feelings/Future Plans Based on Gender
Question Type:
Negative
Feelings
Future Plans

Gender:

n

male
female
male
female

92
112
92
112

Mean

Std.
Deviation

2.07
1.58
3.88
3.37

Std. Error
Mean

1.06
0.76
1.23
1.47

0.11
0.07
0.13
0.14

Table 4: Statistical Significance for Negative Feelings/Future Plans based on Gender
Independent Samples Test
t-test for Equality of Means
Sig. (2Mean
tailed) Difference
t
df
Negative
Feelings
Future Plans

Equal Variances Not Assumed
Equal Variances Not Assumed
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3.64 160.69
2.69 201.92

0.000
0.008

0.48
0.51

Also using the negative impact questions, the responses of all participants were
compared based on grade point averages. The majority of participants reported having a
4.0-3.0 GPA or a 2.99-2.0 GPA with a few participants reporting a 1.99-1.0 GPA. The
students with the higher GPAs had a lower mean of 1.5909 in response to the negative
impact questions versus the 2.99-2.0 GPA mean response of 1.9889 and the 1.99-1.0
GPA mean response of 2.0000. These responses created a .013 significance in the
ANOVA test. Therefore, students with higher GPAs had more positive feelings than
students with B and C GPAs. See tables 5 and 6.
Table 5: Descriptives for Negative Feelings based on GPA
Descriptives
95%
Confidence
Interval for
Mean
Question
Type:
Negative
Feelings

GPA:

n

Mean

Std.
Deviation

Std. Lower Upper
Error Bound Bound Min. Max.

4.0-3.0
2.992.0

99

1.59

0.81

0.08

1.43

1.75

1

4

90

1.99

1.05

0.11

1.77

2.21

1

5

1.994
1.0
TOTAL 193

2.00
1.79

0.82
0.94

0.41
0.07

0.70
1.65

3.30
1.92

1
1

3
5

F
4.46

Sig.
0.013

Table 6: Statistical Significance of Negative Feelings based on GPA
ANOVA
Negative
Feelings

Between Groups
Within Groups
TOTAL

Sum of
Sqaures
7.66
163.17
170.83
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df
2
190
192

Mean Square
3.83
0.86

Overall, the participation levels in extracurricular activities were low in each
residence hall. The extracurricular questions used a six point scale to judge level of
involvement. Question one, three, and eight where the only questions with significant
differences between the two residence hall types. Students rated their level of
involvement from no participation (0) to holding an officer role to holding an officer role
in an activity (5) on the following questions:
Extracurricular Question 1: A social fraternity or sorority
Extracurricular Question 3: One or more honor societies
Extracurricular Question 8: One or more religious organizations

By analyzing the different responses based on transitional versus suite-style responses the
significant differences were found in these questions. Question one had a Pearson Chisquare significance rating of .023. Suite-style residence halls had a higher percentage of
students that participated in a social fraternity or sorority weekly as well as two to three
times a semester. Yet, the transitional style residence halls had significantly higher
percentages of students that participate once a month or two to three times monthly. See
table 7.
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Table 7: Crosstab of Extracurricular Question 1
Crosstab
Residence Type
Transitional Suite-Style
Extracurricular
Q1

Do not
participate

Participate 2-3
times a semester

Participate once
a month

Participate 2-3
times a month

Participate
weekly

I have an officer
role

TOTAL

Count
% within
residence
type
Count
% within
residence
type
Count
% within
residence
type
Count
% within
residence
type
Count
% within
residence
type
Count
% within
residence
type
Count
% within
residence
type

Total

109

58

167

90.1%

85.3%

88.4%

2

4

6

1.7%

5.9%

3.2%

5

0

5

4.1%

0.0%

2.6%

3

0

3

2.5%

0.0%

1.6%

2

4

6

1.7%

5.9%

3.2%

0

2

2

0.0%
121

2.9%
68

1.1%
189

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

In Question three, the suite-style residence halls had significant more participation
in honor societies than the transitional style halls. The Pearson Chi-Square significance
rating was .049. Much of the suite-style students participated in honor society activities
29

two to three times a semester and a few participated in honor society activities weekly.
See table 8.
Table 8: Crosstab of Extracurricular Question 3
Crosstab
Residence Type
Transitional Suite-Style
Extracurricular
Q3

Do not
participate

Count
% within
residence
type

Participate 2-3
times a semester

Count
% within
residence
type

Participate once
a month

Count
% within
residence
type

Participate 2-3
times a month

Count
% within
residence
type

Participate
weekly

Count
% within
residence
type

I have an officer
role

TOTAL

Count
% within
residence
type
Count
% within
residence
type

30

Total

100

44

144

82.6%

64.7%

76.2%

9

14

23

7.4%

20.6%

12.2%

4

3

7

3.3%

4.4%

3.7%

4

5

9

3.3%

7.4%

4.8%

2

0

2

1.7%

0.0%

1.1%

2

2

4

1.7%
121

2.9%
68

2.1%
189

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

Question eight judged student involvement in religious organizations based on
residence hall type. The Pearson Chi-Square Significance rating was .010. The suitestyle residence halls had more involvement in religious organizations but overall their
involvement levels were also low. See table 9.
Table 9: Crosstab of Extracurricular Question 8
Crosstab
Residence Type
Transitional Suite-Style
Extracurricular
Q8

Do not
participate

Participate 2-3
times a
semester

Count
% within
residence
type
Count
% within
residence
type

Participate
once a month

Participate 2-3
times a month

Participate
weekly

I have an
officer role

TOTAL

Count
% within
residence
type
Count
% within
residence
type
Count
% within
residence
type
Count
% within
residence
type
Count
% within
residence
type

31

Total

95

43

138

78.5%

63.2%

73.0%

5

6

11

4.1%

8.8%

5.8%

1

2

3

80.0%

2.9%

1.6%

3

2

5

2.5%

2.9%

2.6%

17

9

26

14.0%

13.2%

13.8%

0

6

6

0.0%
121

8.8%
68

3.2%
189

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

The highest seven answers and lowest three answers in each type of residence hall
were also analyzed to determine if any correlations existed between what each residence
hall found the most and the least important. See tables 13 and 14. The transitional style
residence halls top seven answers were in the following order:
Question 2: My residence hall is safe and secure.
Question 1: My residence hall is comfortable.
Question 28: My bathroom is an adequate size.
Question 27: My room is an adequate size.
Question 35: There is a space (other than a bedroom) for homework and group projects.
Question 24: I have an adequate level of privacy in my residence hall.
Question 34: There is a space (other than a bedroom) where I can easily socialize with
other students in my hall and their guests.
The three answers with the lowest responses in order of highest to lowest were:
Question 29: I prefer to keep the shades down in my room because there is too much
natural light.
Question 32: The layout of my residence hall allows me to go straight to my room
without passing a main lobby.
Question 11: I often leave my door open and interact with other students living in my
residence hall.
Table 13: Transitional Residence Hall Descriptive Statistics
Transitional Residence Hall Descriptives
Highest
Responses:
Q2
Q1
Q28
Q27
Q35
Q24
Q34

n Minimum Maximum
131
1
5
131
1
5
132
1
5
132
1
5
132
1
5
132
1
5
132
1
5

Lowest Responses:
Q29
132
Q32
132
Q11
131

1
1
1

32

5
5
5

Mean
4.54
4.35
4.13
4.12
4.09
4.03
4.02

Std.
Deviation
0.82
0.82
1.06
1.01
1.00
1.00
1.00

2.92
2.92
2.27

1.36
1.56
1.44

The top seven suite-style responses included the following questions:
Question 2: My residence hall is safe and secure.
Question 1: My residence hall is comfortable.
Question 18: My college experience has been positively impacted by living on campus.
Question 34: There is a space (other than a bedroom) where I can easily socialize with
other students in my hall and their guests.
Question 33: I like having multiple entrances and exits in my residence hall.
Question 35: There is a space (other than a bedroom) for homework and group projects.
Question 20: I would like to live in the same residence hall next year.
The bottom three responses from the suite-style surveys were as follows, in order of
highest to lowest:
Question 13: I often interact with other students in my residence hall through impromptu
movie nights, game nights, discussions, and other activities.
Question 11: I often leave my door open and interact with other students living in my
residence hall.
Question 32: The layout of my residence hall allows me to go straight to my room
without passing a main lobby.
Table 14: Suite-Style Residence Hall Descriptive Statistics
Suite-Style Residence Hall Descriptives
Highest Responses:
Q2
Q1
Q18
Q34
Q33
Q35
Q20
Lowest Responses:
Q13
Q11
Q32

n Minimum Maximum Mean
131
3
5 4.47
131
1
5 4.29
132
3
5 4.28
132
2
5 4.21
132
1
5 4.19
132
2
5 4.15
132
1
5
4.1

72
73
73

1
1
1
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5
5
5

2.94
2.88
2.07

Std.
Deviation
0.60
0.83
0.76
0.82
1.11
0.91
1.30

1.35
1.37
1.44

Discussion
The statistically significant results as well as the highest ranked and lowest ranked
questions were both very interesting for this study. The students living in the suite-style
residence halls were more likely to answer positively to the questions about living on
campus next year. In fact, the seventh most popular answer for suite-style residents was
question twenty: "I would like to live in the same residence hall next year". While the
transitional style residents ranked that same question as nineteenth and the possibility of
"living on campus next year" as twenty-sixth. Perhaps the suite-style residents are more
happy with their overall college experience because of living in their residence hall. This
could be shown through their responses to question eighteen: "my college experience has
been positively impacted by living on campus." This question was the third highest
ranking question among suite-style residents; while, the transitional residents ranked this
question at tenth highest.
Overall, the students in transitional residence halls answered the different
question topics in the following order from most popular/important to least: the design of
their residence hall, on-campus involvement, academic activities, future plans to live on
campus, and a sense of community. While the suite-style residents ranked the different
topics in this order: future plans to live on campus, on-campus involvement, academic
activities, design of their residence hall, and a sense of community. The lists are identical
except for the switching of the first and fourth ranked questions. Participants in
transitional halls ranked "design of their residence hall" as first; yet, they placed their
"future plans to live on campus" in the fourth spot. The suite-style students were the
exact opposite listing "future plans to live on campus" first and the "design of their
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residence hall" in the fourth spot. The participants in each type of residence hall were in
agreement on all of the other topics. The students living in transitional residence halls
like the design of their halls, most likely the fact that they have a private bathroom, but
do not report wanting to live on campus or live in the same residence hall the following
year. The suite-style residents want to live on campus/in the same residence hall next
year but do not like the design of their residence hall as much.
Out of the top seven individual questions with the highest number of level five
answers; and the bottom three answers with the highest number of level one answers, six
questions overlapped. The first two top answers were identical in each residence hall.
Both types of residence halls ranked safety and security first and comfortability second.
These results could mean that the students consider security and comfort as the most
important aspects in regards to their experience living on campus. It could also mean that
these residence halls are all designed well therefore the students feel secure and
comfortable. The popularity between these questions could also be because they were the
first two questions listed in this part of the survey.
Aside from the above mentioned questions, two more top answers overlap but
they are not listed in the same order for each residence hall. These are questions thirtyfour and thirty-five. Question thirty-four asks students to agree with the following
statement "there is a space (other than a bedroom) where I can easily socialize with other
students on my hall and their guests." Similarly, question thirty-five states "there is a
space (other than a bedroom) for homework and group projects." Transitional residence
hall students ranked question thirty-four as seventh most important while suite-style
ranked it as fourth most important. Transitional students ranked question thirty-five as
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fifth most important while suite-style put it in sixth place. Once again, it could just be
that both types of residence halls are designed well and therefore the students were able
to respond positively to these statements. The amount of positive responses to these
questions would lead one to believe that students are using these spaces to interact with
others, meet new friends, and socialize.
However, similar questions like question twelve and thirteen that ask students if
they "often have either planned or impromptu movie nights, game nights, and
discussions" are ranked very low in both groups. In fact, statement eleven, "I often leave
my door open and interact with other students living in my residence hall" is a consistent
bottom three ranked question in both residence halls. So, the possibility might be that
there are places for students to socialize in both residence halls, but students are not
utilizing the spaces to their full advantage. Perhaps, students are relying on those
designated spaces as specific socializing areas instead of using their own bedrooms as
welcome areas for other students on their hall to socialize. Therefore, the resident
assistants should be encouraging use of these collaborative spaces as well as creating a
more extensive open door policy to encourage interaction among residents.
Overall, the transitional style residents had the most positive responses to the
questions concerning the size of their bathroom, the size of their bedroom, and an
adequate amount of privacy. All of these aspects are the benefits that often draw students
to these types of residence halls; however, due to these design elements the students do
not seem to be interacting with their peers or building community as much as possible.
The top results from the suite-style participants were to the questions: "living on campus
has positively impacted my college experience", "I like having multiple entrances and
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exits into my building", and "I would like to live in the same residence hall next year".
These answers suggest a more positive overall experience for the suite-style residents and
relate less to the design of their residence hall. Suite-style residents do not have the perks
of a private bathroom like the transitional residents; however, the suite-style residents
seem to have more interaction and a more positive overall experience because their
residence hall encourages higher levels of interaction.
It is difficult to gather from this limited sample if one residence hall actually
fosters higher GPAs, on-campus involvement, and a sense of community than the other.
The suite-style residents were more involved than transitional style students in certain
areas but that could have been because of this specific sample population. After all, there
were very low numbers overall in participation in both residence halls. Perhaps the
students who participate the most on campus were out participating in an activity instead
of at their residence hall floor meetings when the survey was administered leaving them
out of this sample population. The study of males versus females showed that males had
more negative feelings relating to living on campus; yet, they were the most likely to
answer positively to the questions concerning living on campus in the future. These
results are very interesting and should be studied further. Similarly, the students with
lower GPAs were more likely to experience negative feelings related to their residence
hall or college experience compared to those with higher GPAs. Interestingly, the B
average students were closer to the C average students' views than to the A average
students' views. A further study of GPA on students' attitudes and experiences could be
completed. The GPA requirements for living in specific residence halls would have to be
taken into consideration as well.
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A study of community style traditional residence halls should also be done. Many
students living in traditional residence halls that share a bathroom report having higher
levels of community with others on their hall. As discussed in the literature review,
many schools are moving away from traditional style residence halls in order to please
incoming students. However, if students gain a private bathroom yet lose a chance for a
close-knit community, colleges should reconsider the design of their residence halls.
Perhaps a hybrid of traditional and suite-style residence halls could help to solve the
problem by allowing students to have a sense of privacy while still having community
within their suite as well as the rest of the hall.
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Conclusion
The suite-style residents seem to report having a more positive experience overall
which contributes to their plans to live on campus next year and to live in the same
residence hall. These results could lead to the assumption that suite-style residents are
more involved on campus and have a greater sense of community; however, a larger
sample should be taken to relate their answers to these specific topics. The transitional
students seem to agree that they have a well-designed residence hall but they do not seem
to have the same overall positive outlook as the suite-style students with the older
designed halls. As mentioned above, perhaps a larger sample taken from many different
schools could tell if there are significant differences in GPAs, on-campus involvement,
and a sense of community.
A residence hall has a large impact on college students' overall collegiate
experience. A well designed residence hall can foster collaboration and interaction
among students that will aid in their academic career as well as encourage on-campus
involvement, and create a sense of community. The design of the residence hall alone
cannot create all of these positive outcomes. Design must be accompanied by other
aspects of college life; but, a well-designed residence hall can create a lasting impression
on a college student and his or her college career.
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Appendix A: Survey Instrument

Dear Resident,

Hi, my name is Katrina Rutledge and I am a senior interior design major at the University
of Southern Mississippi. I am doing a survey for my senior honors thesis on "The
Influence of Residence Hall Design on College Students' Grade Point Averages, OnCampus Involvement, and Sense of Community." This survey will take five to ten
minutes to complete, and participation is completely voluntary. There are no foreseeable
risks involved with completing this survey. If there are any questions on the survey that
make you feel uncomfortable, you do not have to answer them. You may withdraw from
participating in the survey at any time without penalty. Your participation in completing
the survey has no relationship to the Resident Assistant's meetings.
By completing this survey you are providing consent to be a participant. Questions
concerning the survey should be directed to Katrina Rutledge at katrina.rutledge@
eagles.usm.edu.
This survey and cover letter have been reviewed by the Human Subjects Protection
Review Committee, which ensures that research projects involving human subjects
follow federal regulations. Any questions or concerns about rights as a research
participant should be directed to the Chair of the Institutional Review Board, The
University of Southern Mississippi, 118 College Drive #5147, Hattiesburg, MS 394060001, (601) 266-6820.
Sincerely,

Katrina Rutledge
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Residence Hall Survey
Check One:
Gender: ____ Male

_____ Female

Age: _________ (Fill-in)
Race/Ethnicity:
____African American ____Asian

____Caucasian

____ Hispanic/Latino

____Multi-racial or Multi-ethnic ____Race/Ethnicity not included above ____Prefer not
to say
Class Level: _____ Freshman _____ Sophomore _____Junior _____ Senior
I currently live in: ___Century Park ___Mississippi Hall ___Hattiesburg Hall
___McCarty Hall
Circle One:
My GPA is:

(A) 4.0-3.0

(B) 2.99-2.0

(C) 1.99-1.0

(D) 0.99-0

Extracurricular Involvement:
Please rate your involvement in any of the below activities on USM's campus:
0-Do not participate in mentioned activities 1-Participate in activities2-3 times a semester
2- Participate in activities once a month 3-Participate in activities 2-3 times a month
4-Participate in activities weekly 5-I have an officer role in this activity
_____A social fraternity or sorority (ex. Delta Gamma, Pi Kappa Phi, etc.)
_____One or more academic organization (ex. Clubs in your major, etc.)
_____One or more honor societies (ex. Alpha Lambda Delta, Golden Key, etc.)
_____One or more governing associations (ex. Student Government Association,
Residence Hall Association, SMAC, etc.)
_____One or more multicultural organizations (ex. Afro-American Student Organization
(AASO), Gay Straight Alliance, etc.)
_____One or more political organizations (ex. College Democrats, College Republicans,
etc.)
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_____One or more athletic or recreational organizations (ex. Intramurals, USM sport
team, etc.)
_____One or more religious organizations (ex. Baptist Student Union (BSU), Catholic
Student Association (CSA), etc.)
_____One or more volunteer or service organizations (ex. Y2i, Luckyday, etc)
_____Other (please specify)_________________________________________________
Opinions on Current Residence Hall:
Please use the following scale to respond to the statements below:
1=Strongly Disagree 2=Disagree 3= Neutral 4=Agree 5=Strongly Agree
1)_____My residence hall is comfortable.
2)_____My residence hall is safe and secure.
3)_____ Living in my residence hall has allowed me to make new friends that I would
not have had the chance to meet elsewhere on campus.
4)_____I can easily find a quite place to study or do homework in my residence hall.
5)_____I often go to the library to study and do homework.
6)_____My college experience has been negatively impacted by living on-campus.
7)_____I am able to discuss ideas and topics I learn in class with other students who live
in my residence hall.
8)_____If I have a question about homework I can find someone in my residence hall
quickly and easily to ask their opinion.
9)_____The design of my residence hall has helped encourage interaction among the
students who live here and their guests.
10)_____My grades have been negatively impacted by living on campus.
11)_____I often leave my door open and interact with other students living in my
residence hall.
12)_____I often interact with other students in my residence hall through planned movie
nights, game nights, discussions, and other activities planned by my RA.
13)_____I often interact with other students in my residence hall through impromptu
movie nights, game nights, discussions, and other activities.
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14)_____ Living on campus has allowed me to attend more cultural, art or sporting
events at USM.
15)_____Living on campus has allowed me to be more involved in extracurricular
activities.
16)_____Living on campus has allowed me to get more involved in the community.
17)_____My grades have been positively impacted by living on campus.
18)_____My college experience has been positively impacted by living on campus.
19)_____I plan to live on campus next year.
20)_____I would like to live in this same residence hall next year.
Opinions on Design of Current Residence Hall:
Please use the following scale to respond to the design statements below:
1=Strongly Disagree

2=Disagree

3= Neutral 4=Agree

5=Strongly Agree

21)_____The design of my residence hall allows a large amount of natural light to enter
the rooms.
22)_____There are an adequate number of outlets in my residence hall room.
23)_____The acoustics are well designed in my residence hall. I cannot hear people
talking at a normal volume in the room next door to me.
24)_____I have an adequate level of privacy in my residence hall.
25)_____There are adequate niches in my residence hall (ex. lobby, hallways, and
stairwells) for me to stop and have a conversation with someone without
interrupting the flow of traffic.
26)_____The design of my residence hall fosters impromptu conversation and
collaboration.
27)_____My room is an adequate size.
28)_____My bathroom is an adequate size.
29)_____I prefer to keep the shades down in my room because there is too much natural
light.
30)_____My furniture is comfortable and easy to use.
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31)_____The colors and fabrics used in my residence hall are uplifting and aesthetically
appealing.
32)_____The layout of my residence hall allows me to go straight to my room without
passing a main lobby.
33)_____I like having multiple entrances and exits in my residence hall.
34)_____There is a space (other than a bedroom) where I can easily socialize with other
students on my hall and their guests.
35)_____There is a space (other than a bedroom) for homework and group projects.
36)_____ I would like to live with people from my major instead of people from many
different majors.
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Appendix B: Request for Approval of Research Involving Human Subjects
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Human Subjects Review
Principal Investigator: Katrina Rutledge
Thesis Advisor: Claire Hamilton
Department Chair: Desmond Fletcher
Title of Thesis: The Influence of Residence Hall Design on College Students' Grade
Point Averages, On-Campus Involvement, and Sense of Community
Goals:
To determine how residence halls impact college students' G.P.As, on-campus
involvement, and sense of community in order to design residence halls that can help
foster these ideals. Colleges can use the information found in this study when they
design new residence halls as well as in residence hall programming.
Protocol:
I will survey male and female traditional college students ages 18 to 26 from
varied racial and socioeconomic backgrounds who live in transitional and suite-style
residence halls (Century Park and Mississippi/Hattiesburg Halls) on the University of
Southern Mississippi's campus. The number of participants will depend on how many
respond to the survey. I will explain the survey to the students at residence hall meetings.
The survey will take five to ten minutes to complete and will be completed in the
residence hall. If someone is visually impaired, I or the RA will help the student take the
survey. If someone feels uncomfortable taking the survey, he or she will be told that he
or she is free to leave at any time. They will then be free to leave or to stay and continue
the RA's program. Enclosed is a copy of the survey as well as a letter of approval from
USM's Residence Life Department.
Benefits:
This study will benefit the college students by helping to target their needs and
design residence halls to meet those needs. It will benefit the Residence Life Department
by giving them the data to help in the programming and design of residence halls. This
study will also benefit the college administration by helping to guide any future residence
hall design as well as providing information on student preferences to help the colleges to
target student wants and needs in their residence halls which could result in higher
student retention rates.
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Risks:
There are very few risks associated with this study. Some students may not want
to answer some questions on the survey about their G.P.A. or other personal statements.
These students will be allowed to leave these sections blank or quit taking the survey at
any time throughout the process. Any students who are uncomfortable can seek help
from myself, the RA, or USM counseling if necessary. There will be no names or other
identifying information on the survey. I will keep the surveys in a locked cabinet in my
home and my advisor and I will be the only ones with access to the surveys and the data
collected. I will shred all final documents and delete final items from my computer after
my thesis is finished.
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Appendix C-Institutional Review Board Approval Letter
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